NOTICE OF DECISION UNDER REGULATION 32 
FILM POSTERS 

VIDEO SLICK 


TO: The Film and Video Labelling Body Inc. 

PO Box 2627 
Ponsonby 
Auckland 


Pursuant to regulation 32 of the Films, Videos, and Publications Classification Regulations 1994 the film 
poster entitled: 

Back Seat Driver #1 

is Not Approved. 


if approval refused, the reasons for the decision: 

The video slick contains numerous photographs depicting sexual activity and/or nudity in an explicit 
manner. Breasts and genitalia are clearly visible in many photographs. The women engaging in 
sexual activity appear to be primarily positioned or photographed from angles for the benefit and 
titillation of the viewer. Women engaging in intercourse and other sexual activity are positioned 
with their bodies displayed directly facing the camera. Several photographs are in medium close- 
up and show women posing with their mouths wide open beside penises. One high impact 
photograph shows a woman with semen over her face with a penis beside her face. In nearly all 
the photographs, women gaze directly at the camera in a sexually provocative manner, even if they 
happen to be engaging in sexual activity at the time. This has the result that they appear to be 
offering themselves up to the viewer for sexual purposes. 

This manner of presentation has a highly degrading, dehumanising and demeaning effect as it 
presents the women depicted, and women in general, as being promiscuous and constantly 
sexually available. Text such as “6 Blistering Anals” and “All Oral Cumshots!!” also adds to the 
degrading, dehumanising and demeaning manner in which women are presented. A photograph 
of a woman which has a graphic of a road sign, with the text “subject to flooding”, positioned in 
front of her genitalia is also considered to be highly degrading. 

In view of the extent and degree to which the video slick degrades, dehumanises and demeans 
women, it is likely that if it were submitted under s13(1) of the Films, Videos, and Publications 
Classification Act 1993, it would be classified as objectionable. In accordance with Regulation 
28(3)(a), the video slick is not approved. Given these degrading, dehumanising and demeaning 
elements, it is considered that not approving the video slick is a reasonable and justified limitation 
on the freedom expressed in si4 of the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990. 


Date: 11 May 1999 


For the Classification Office (signed): 


OFLCRef: 9900301 
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